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This Is a communication from the examiner in charge of your application. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 



This application has been examined D Responsive to communication filed on 



This action is made final. 



A shortened statutory period for response to this action Is set to expire ^ month(s). dove from the date of this letter. 

Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the application to become abandoned. 35 U.S.C. 133 

Part I THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENTS) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 

1 . |3-Notice of References Cited by Examiner, PTO-892. 2. C_ Notice of Draftsman's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

3. O Notice of Art Cited by Applicant, PTO-1449. 4. E_ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152. 

5. □ Information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474. 6. □ . 



Part II SUMMARY OF ACTION 



mil ii aummnni wrnvuwn . 

L^fciaims / _/_ (=> 



_ are pending in the application. 



Of the above, claims are withdrawn from consideration. 

2. __ Claims have been cancelled. 

3. CU Claims are allowed. 

4. ^)_£ciaims J_ are rejected. 

5. □ Claims are objected to. 

6. __ Claims are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

7. [_ This application has been filed with informal drawings under 37 C.F.R. 1 .85 which are acceptable for examination purposes. 

8. CH Formal drawings are required In response to this Office action. 

9. O The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on - - Under 37 C.F.R. 1 .84 these drawings 

are □ acceptable; O not acceptable (see explanation or Notice of Draftsman's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948). 

10- □ The proposed additional or substitute sheet(s) of drawings, filed on . has (have) been □ approved by the 

examiner; □ disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 

11. □ The proposed drawing correction, filed , has been [.approved; □ disapproved (see explanation). 

12. □ Acknowledgement is made of the claim for priority under 35 U.S.C. 119. The certified copy has □ been received □ not been received 

□ been filed in parent application, serial no. ; filed on . 

13. □ Since this application apppears to be in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed In 

accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 



14. 



□ other 



PTOL-328 (Rav. 2/93) 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Boulet. It would be prima facie obvious from page 3, column 1 , lines 7-1 1 of Boulet to 
employ a stirrer speed such that the resulting barium sulfate has a primary grain 
diameter of less than 0.1 microns since Boulet appreciates, as evidenced by the 
aforementioned passage, that the stirrer speed is a result-effective variable with respect 
to the grain size. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over British 1,134,094. British 2,134,094 
discloses coated barium sulfate having a particle size of less than 0.1 microns on page 
3, lines 46-53. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. There is no "description support" in the 
original specification for employing a rotor which rotates at a rotational speed "of at least 
2000 rpm". 

This is a continuation of applicant's earlier Application No. 10/305400. All claims 
are drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could have been 
finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had 
been entered in the earlier application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL 
even though it is a first action in this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no, however, event will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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.Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Wayne Langel 



at telephone number 571-272-1353. 




Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1754 



